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Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-21 , 23-27, 41, and 42 are pending in the application. 
Applicant, by this paper, amends claims 2, 4, 5, 9, 10, 12-14, 20-21,26-27, and 41-42. Applicant 
cancels claims 1, 8, 1 5, and 22 without prejudice. No new matter is added by amendment. 
Applicant respectfully requests entry of the amendments as placing the application in condition 
for allowance, 

Piscussioii.of./Vllowab 

Claims 16-19 and 23-25 were allowed. Claims 2-7, 9-12, and 14 were objected to 
as being dependent upon a rejected base claim but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claim. 
Applicant thanks the Examiner for the indication of allowable subject matter. 

Claims 2, 4, and 5 are amended to be in independent form and to include all of the 
features from independent claim 1 from which they originally depended. There were no 
intervening claims. The amendments to claims 2, 4, and 5 arebelieved to overcome the 
objections to the claims and place the claims in allowable form. 

Claim 3 depends from claim 2 and is believed to be allowable at least for the reason that 
it depends from an allowable base claim. 

Claims 6-7 depend from claim 5 and are believed to be allowable at least for the reason 
that they depend from an allowable base claim. 

Claims 9, 10, and 12 are am ended to be in independent form and to include all of the 
features from independent claim 8 from which they originally depended. There were no 
intervening claims. The amendments to claims 9, 10, and 12 are believed to overcome the 
objections to the claims and place the claims in allowable form. 

Claim 11 depends from claim 10 and is believed to be allowable at least for the reason 
that it depends from an allowable base claim. 

Claim 13 is amended to depend from claim 1 2 and is believed to be allowable at least for 
the reason that it depends from an allowable base claim. 

Claim 14 is amended to be in independent form and to include all of the features from 
claim 8 from which it originally depended as well as the features of intervening claim 13. The 



Page 10 of 12 



Attorney Docket No. 030180 Serial No. 10/527,297 

amendment to claim 14 is believed to overcome the objections to the claim and place the claim 
in allowable form. 

Claims 20-21 are amended to depend from allowable claim 16, and are believed to be 
allowable at least tor the reason that they depend from an allowable base claim. 

Claims 26-27 are amended to depend from allowable claim 23, and are believed to be 
allowable at least for the reason that they depend from an allowable base claim. 

Claim 41 is amended to be substantially similar to claim 2 rewritten as an apparatus 
claim in the format permitted under 35 U.S.C. §112, sixth paragraph. Claim 41 is believed to be 
allowable in light of the allowability of claim 2. 

Claim 42 is amended to be substantially similar to claim 16 rewritten as an apparatus 
claim in die format permitted under 35 U.S.C. §112, sixth paragraph. Claim 42 is believed to be 
allowable in light of the allowability of claim 16. 

Discussion of Poubie Patgjitin 

Claims 1, 8, and 41 were rejected under the judicially created doctrine of nonstatutory 
double patenting over claims 1, 23, and 66 of U.S. Patent No. 7,062,224 to Baker et al, 
(hereinafter Baker). 

Applicant cancels claims 1 and 8 and amends claim 41 to include substantially the 
features from allowable claim 2. Claim. 2 was not rejected under the judicially created doctrine 
of nonstatutory double patenting. The cancelation of claims 1 and 8 and the amendment of claim 
41 is believed to overcome the rejection under the judicially created doctrine of nonstatutory 
double patenting. 

Discussion of Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 1, 8. 13, 1 5, 20-22, 26, 27. 41, and 42 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
allegedly anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0220075 to Baker et al. 
icrt in ifte Sal r 

Applicant amends claims 2, 4, 5, 9, 10, : 12-14, 20-21 , 26-27 to place objected to claims in 
independent form and to make alt dependent claims depend from one of the previously objected 
to claims that are rewritten in independent form. 

Claims 41 and 42 are amended to include substantially ail features of the counterpart, 
method claims rewritten as apparatus claims. 
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The amendment to claims 2, 4, 5, 9, 10, 12-14, 20-21, 26-27, and 41-42 are believed to 
overcome the rejections under 35 U.S.C, § 102(e). 



CONCLUSION: 

In view of the foregoing. Applicants believe all claims now pending in this 
Application are in condition for allowance and an action to that end is respectfully requested. 
Applicant therefore respectfully requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this 
ease. 

Applicant bebevcs no lees are due. If there are any other fees due in connection with the 
filing of the response, please charge the foes to our Deposit Account No. 17-0026. If a feels 
required for an extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136 not accounted for above, such an 
extension is requested and the fee should also be charged to our Deposit Account. 

If the Examiner believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of this 
application, please telephone the undersigned. 
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Linda G. Gunderson, Ph.D. 
Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No, 46,341 



QUALCOMM Incorporated 
5775 Morehouse Drive 
San Diego, California 92121-2779 
Telephone; (858) 651-7351 
Facsimile; (858} 658-2502 
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